Introduction
The international community has long struggled to figure out how to hold the North Korean regime responsible for its rampant commission of human rights abuses and crimes against humanity. Human rights activists and legal commentators have most commonly focused their attention on targeted human rights sanctions, the prospects of bringing the North Korean situation before the International Criminal Court, or thinking about transitional justice mechanisms in a post-unification Korea. 3 The case has significance and interest beyond the immediate effect on the plaintiffs and North Korean human rights. Indeed, the D.C. Circuit's ruling shows the US federal court system at its most internationalist; citing international law, lowering the burden of proof for human rights violations, and disregarding sovereign immunity. 4 While it remains unclear whether the plaintiffs will ever be able to collect any of the money awarded them at court, the case will undoubtedly be an important precedent to hold states accountable for torture and unlawful killing in disappearance cases. 
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